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The Tweed tria] was resumed yesterday (seventh
day) In the Court of Oyer and Terminer, before
Judtge Davis, Mr, Storrs, Deputy Comptroller, was
on the stand during the whole of the gession, and
his examination was not concluded g;_myqugm;
ment. His testimony principally related to ldenti-
fication of vouchers for work done on the County
Court House and the signatures thereto. Counsel
for the defence ralsed numerous objections to the
admissibility of portions of the testimony, which
were, however, all overruled by the Court. Mr.
$torr®’ examination will be r¢sumed this morning.

In the United States Clrcult Conrt yesterday one
Bartholomew Ulifford Qalvin filed in person a
deciaration agalnst Mr. Boutwell, S8ecretary of the
Treasury, Lo recover damages to the extent of
$2,000,000. Not lopg gince the Initlation of this
wult was notlced in the columns of the HERALD,
Galvin claims that on July 9, 18060, Mr. Bout.
well megotiated with him for a plan %o
equalise the wvalue of gold coln and paper
mouey, and that Mr. Boutwell adopted this
plan, by which the Becretary of the Treasury
was to be sole dictator of the value of gold; that
he could sell it ln such quantities as he pleased
and at such prices as he desired to amx to it, and
that people are to be compelled to buy it at those
prices, which are to be on a decreasing scale until
greenbacks are sl par. Importers are to be allowed
to buy as much gold as will pay their customs du-
tles. -The plalntiff sets forth two millions of dol-
lars as the lowest amount he ought to charge Mr.
Boutwell for putting him In the way of carrying
eut this financial scheme. It I8 supposed that the
muit will not be proceeded with. The plalntiff re-
fusesa to employ & lawyer.

Yesterday the matter of Nathanlel Dole, & bank-
rupt, came before Judge Woodruf, in the United
States Circuit Court, on petition for review. The
sanignee sought to examine the bankrupt to dis-
cover property alleged to have been concealed by
the latter. Judge Woodruff denied the motion
asking for a stay of proceedings, holding that the
bankrupt must be examined. The bankrupl was
discharged in 1868, On behalf of the bankrupt it
was contended that the Hmitation In section 2 of the
act prevented an examination being had, Judge
Blatchford decided otherwise and Judge Woodrufr
backs up the decision of Judge Blatcniord.

Charles Gordon, 8 Fregch boy, was brought be-
fore Commissioner Shields yesterday and charged
with having smuggled into this port, by the Ger-
man steamer Thorwaldsen, two dozen gold watches
und four dozen gold rings. The accused had she
articles coneealed upon his person ; but it appeargd
that he recetved them on board [rom Kome un-
known person, who desired him to take the goods
ashore. Hy cousent of the District Attorney the
voy was discharged, but the valuable: were turned
over o the government.

Christopher Yeita and Frederick Glang, distillers,
«wiolng business at Thirty-ninth street and Firse
avenue, were brought before Commissioner Shielas
yesterday and charged with violating thelr lleense
from the government by making whiskey and rum
from molasses instead of only apple whiskey, to the
manufacture of which they were, it ia claimed, con-
fined by the terms of their icense. They were held
in bail for examination. i

The hearing of the case of George Washington
Bowen va, Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday in
the United Btates Circait Court, before Judge Ship-
man and the special jury, Evidence waa given on
the part of the defendant, for the purpose of show-
ing contradictions in the testimony of Daniel Hull,
one of the witnesses for the plaintif, The case was
adjourned till to-day.

In the United States Clireult Court yesterday
Judge Woodrufl denled the motion for review of A,
H. Rainey, arsignee of Alfred Wild, who had been
dircharged as a pankrupt by the Distriet Court.

A matter came yesterday before Judge Barrett,
at Bupreme Court, Chambera, which gives a little
insight into now "things were managed under the
ring régime relative to renting premises to be used
a8 armories. In this case the Comptroller has re-
fused to pay $17,600 rent, on the ground that it is
largely in excess of what the premises were worth.
Application was made for a peremptory mandamus
againet the Comptroller, directing him to pay the
amount glaimed. It was finally agreed to accept
an alternative writ, returnable this morning, when
all the lacts In the case will doubtiess be thor-
oughly ventilated.

Grand juries for the February term of the Courts
of Oyer and Terminer and General Sesglons were
drawn yesterday in the presence of Judge Barrett,
at Supreme Court, Chambers. A list of the jurors
drawn is printed In our legal columns, and they
will be found to embrace some of our prominent
¢ltigens. If these men can only be made to serve,
and pot be iet off on the shallow pretence of Lusi-
ness engagements, the work of eriminal reform in
this city will be materially abetted,

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL—SEV-
EN1H DAY.

Preceedings Yesterday—Further Ubjee~
tions on the Part of the Defence Over-
raled by the Court=Eiaminstion of
Richard 8. Storre=All About the
Burned Vouchers—Spiey Tilts Detween
Counscl—What the “Boss” Thinks of
the Eituation.

The proceedings In the great Tweed trial yester-

, Ay were conducicd wilh an caruestuess and sas!

both on the part of coumpel for $he prosecution
and the defence, which & determination
to fighs the trial out on thy line taken to the end—
no master what time 1t

nation of Deputy Storrs oooupiéd the
whole of the session, and & was not concluded at
the hour of adjournment, Every fresh guestion
and answer waa fresh gronnd presented to fight
the case inch by inch. Thus counsel got Into fre-
guent wrangles, which would have been Inter-
minable were it not for the prompt rulings of the
Court, which exposed and rendered futile all the
well-spun webe of objections and obstructions of
defendant’s counsel. There was a very large

ATTENDANCE OF BPECTATORS,

from the beginning to the close, who secmed to
enjoy with great zest the thrusi and guard snd
counter thrust of the legal knights. The jury,
however, were not 8o interested in the forensic
warfare, and only pricked their ears or rubbed
thelr eyes when the oracle on the bench opened
his lips and pronounced his decision on some one
or other of the obscure—to lay ears—points ralsed,
The testimony of Mr. Storrs, om the other hand,
Was as complex and perplexing to the sald jury aa
the subtle or conlusing argument of counsel, and
850 between testimony as w0 veuchers, ceriificates,
warrants, signatures, pigeon-holes, Boards of
Supervisors and Boards of Audit and the sounds of

millions, four-Afths of the jury nodded the noon

away, till waked up by the weicome stir in the

) court room which indicated the hour of recess. On

the reassembling of the Court the same scene was
re-enncted. Counsel had another “set to" and
jurors another dose. Mr. Tweed and young Dick
sat throughout the whole proceedings upmoved.
The Boss, while pulling on his overshoes, was
asked by a casual acquaintance * how he felt.”
“0H, 1 FEEL ALL RIGHT, THANK YOU,

and I' feel better when It comes to my turn to
put witnesses on the stand,” was the reply of the
Boss. From present appearances the trial prom-
ises to be one of the most protracted held in the
Court of Oyer Terminer since the McFarland-
Richardson case. Coungel are not likely to grow
tired of the rich harvest they are reaping, and
unless & {Emmmhsm a weariness of spirit,
or ld glns ated hg,rm-;l b, and eventually leaves
his chiair vacant for goo i)elm:e & result is arrlv
the days may be upon ud before that much-

P
inge were resumed at I.Ea usual hour yes-
ay 14 in the Tweed case,
W. M. Tweed, Dick Tweed, Gene
the array ol counsel retained for the defence, as
spirits of the prosecution, the
champions for the people—Messrs. Tremain and
Peckham—were all early in attendance,
Juatice Davis took his seat on the bench at pre-
cisely eieven o'cloek,
1t was monnrsuﬁ that owing to the decision of
the Court yesterday on the ovjections raised by the
dgm @ witness firat called, Deputy Comp-
fro "i would be permitted to give his testl-
mony in relation to the vouchers and other
masters of audt

COUNBEL' AGATN AT LOAGERHEADS.

After tha]u.r{ahm been called and answered, a
short wrangle took place between respective coun-
ecl a8 Lo the reading of the statnte, which reading
waa proposed by the prosecution, under which the
indictment wag drawn, and the constitutionality of
which Is disputed by the defence.

Mr. Field stated that every countin the indict.
ment called the defendant an omMcer, and he al-
leged, therefore, that it was compulsery on the
prosecution to prove him such before any testi-
mony counld be ﬁ?

The Coyrt déelded Saversely to this proposition.

A tion was then called for, and granted, Yo
every angwer of the witnesa bearing on the ques-
tions wlready passed upon by tne Court.

TESTIMONY OF R B, STORRA,

Richard 8. Storrs sworn—I am assistant in the
Comptroller’s office; 1 know A. Oakey Hall; he was
Mayor of this city in 1870; W, M. Tweed was Presi-
dent of the Board of Supervisors; R. B. Connoily
was Comptroller; during a search in the safe in
the Comptroller's oMee I found this mﬁ:ﬂl (showing
a paper in Lbe handwriting of Mayor )s

OBJECTION TAKEM,

The introduetion in evidence of the paper was
objected to, a8 it was clalmed It was & resolution
of the Board of Andit, and the resolutlon being in
fiself a crime aleged, It not being mentioned in
the indictment, was not competent, The paper
bore the signatures of Messrs, Hall, Tweed and
Connolly, the Board of Audit, Under the declsion
of Judge Potter, It was claimed that the paper was
not admissible.

The admigsibility or Inadmizsibility of the docu-
ment a8 evidence wias argued ot some length,

. Davis gave an extended decision and ad-
mitted the document.

The paper wis then read,

EXAMINATION QONTINUED.

Witness—I found other things in the Comptroi-
ler's office In September, 1871, relating to these
matters; in the latter part of the Summer of 1871
1 found some vouchers; the Mayor was with me
when I found them.

The witnesa wns aaked what he found the second
time, and was proceeding to describe their nature,
when the defence objected.

A number of vonchers then were shown the wit-
ness, who was asked to state the atures on
He did so. There were W. M. Tweed, R. I,
and A. Oakey Hall, as President of the

o ﬂnmlﬂlﬂ, mptroller and Mayor, re-
apectively. witness alzo described the marks
on the warrant made by the bank, certifying that
the amount haa been paid, &o.

The witness was asked o number of questions, by
both counsel for the defence and prosecution, as
to the handwriting appearing on one particular
warrant and voucher shown,

Witness—1 first saw the paper shown me in the
latter part of the Summer of 1871; at tnat time they
were all attached ; tll.ef were also attached to each
other—that is, the bili, voucher and warrant—at
the time of the first trial of Major Hall; 1 was not
charged with the custody of these papers, and was
not responsible for their sale keepling,

OTHER OBJECTIONS.

Counsel for the defence said they now objected Lo
the first sheet of the bill shown, a8 there was noth-
ing on it connecting It with Mr. Tweed, and the
only portion of the gecond page of the blil admissi-
ble was that wuerein was contained the signature
of the defendant; they must show that the first

age of the bl was attached to the second at the
ime Mr. Tweed signed his name to the latter, The
question was thoroughly discussed,

Judge Davis sald the ingenjous objections of
conngel seemed 1o him
ANTAGONISTIC TO ANY PRACTICAL ADMINISTRATION

OF JUSTICE.

The papers were admitted in evidence, and the
ohjection declared not

A number of other objections were made to other
portions of the papers, all of whicn objections were
overruled and exceptions noted. The pa, were
then read to the jury by Mr. Peckham. @ bill
was dated July, 1860, and gives items of charges for
work of different kinde performed about the City
Hall. The vouchers proJmed were signed by the
Mayor, the Comptroller, by the defendant and by
E. A, Wnodvnrcl. The cut mark [s evidence that
the bank paid the money. The filling in of the cer-
tificate of audit was In the handwriting of the
County Auditor, 8tephen C. Lyons,

Te Derendans's Counsel—There I8 nothing on the
bill in Mr. Tweed’s handwriting except his name.
The words “Chalrman of Committee’ were written
under Tweed's signature by Woodward.

Voucher “No. 2" was then handed to witness,
and the same set of questions were put and objec-
tions made a8 to Voncher No. 1. This was a bill of
Keyrer & Co, for §27,887 36; the certificate of audit,
gigned by the three members of the Board of Audit,
and the Com(?troiler'n warrant and Vounty Clerk’s
certificate. Objection was made as before against
wecumulation ol offen ces,

The next (they were all Keyser's), for §16,024 62,
$10,870 14, $36,830 80 and $44.388 07,

last bill was nreou:’.l{ objected to on account
of nt alterations with a pen on the face of
“I.;g 'IH. which the witness co not tell anything

n

" e
The witness was next banded a bill and certifl-

eate of audit, the bill being dated J 1, 1870, and
the certificate as issued or made Jnl{ 1870,
Mr. Field raised the objection that |t was inad-

missible to putinevidence any act of the defendant
alieged to have been executed by him after he had
ceased o be an offcer de jure. e defendant was
here on trial tor acts alleged to have been done by
him in his capacity as President of the
Board of sn]?nmnm This certificate bore date
of July 8, when in fact the defendant had
URASED TO BE AN OFFICER
several days before by virtue of an act of the Leg-
ated the Board of Supervisors
out of office and provided for the ereation of
another body empowered to eXercise the functions
formerly exercised by thia Board, 1d that such
evidence was wholly inadmissible and understood
the Comrt to have ruled to that effect on another
oh*ecllun taken on Wednesday.
he Court explained that in the mling referred
to it held that when the defendant ceased to be
President of the Hoard of Supervisors he ceased to
be an offcer de jure, but that the prosecution
might show that he was still an oMeer and
an offlcer de facto, sssuming to exercige his fone-
tions, I8 deemed liable for misfeasance, if com-
mitted by him while so lctlgi.

At this point the Court read the ruling In gues.
tion from the transcription of the sten r's
notes (of the accuracy of which transcription some
doubis were expressed by the Judge) to the effect
that uniess the defendant were an officer de jure
he conld not be eomgelloa to discharge the func-
tions of the office. If would be another question,
?o'l'i::r'o??ﬁ:‘ an ﬁm‘e:{ no longer undﬁrtt.;le :&

Jura es n himse o
cr:mc of a duty and In s

EXERCISKE OF THAT FUNCTION
violates & statute, In the frst case the remedy
against him would be for neglect to fulfil & duty,
andin the other for an improper execution of an

AAND duty.

Mr. Field stated that he had not so understood
the Court, but he wouldﬁmm claim the right
to show that there was no such thing in this case
a8 an ofMoer de facto even, for the oMce had
to exist from the frat of July, and he had been dis-

from it, He would therefore ask the Court
1o allow a discuswion of this question.

The Judge suggeated that counsel discuss first

whetber the ofice ceased W exisl or whether the

-

consume. The exami- |

some one else b,
ture?
had ac

KEW BET OF OFFICEY,
under a different
suggested, :vm nov

Hed Mr. Field, “in
n was the sucoes-

Field in maintain the same point; after which
Mr. Tremain, for the prosecution, addressed the
Oourg , and that Tweed was an officer
s ¢ ture did not sctually

abolish the Board by the spirit of the law on July
1, 1870, but thas the functions of the Board were
med to exist until all its duties in the andit-

ng of certaln accounts were discharged. It was

competent for the Legislature to conler power upon

the pereons named in the act making them Com-

mma‘rln . of & Board of Audit, and the defendant
o

A
He continwed to fill the

UEURPRR.
oftice, and left It to his suc-
cesgor to try his

t to oust Nim by quo warranto,
The evidence, he thought, should be wdlmitted, sub-
Ject to the charge of Qourt. .

. Bartlett again rose and addressed the Conrt
in a ratner tame way, and everybody was by this
time rather ahupi. a8 the day's proceedings had
been extremely The discusmion looked ln-
volved and “hair-aplitting” to & layman, and &
gentleman in Court expressed the gituation ex-
actly when he quoted Dundreary, sotto voce, by in-
timating that this was “one of those things that
no fella can find out.” Right of

THE JUROBS HAD THEIR HEADS

resting In various positions on their hands, a ninth
was picking his ear, a tenth stroked his mustache
leisnrely down with both hands, and the remalning
two looked excessively somnolent. Tremuin
turned in his chalr and looked at Bartlett with a
soft, well fed, leonine expression. Storrs, the wit-

looked a8 though he was in the stocks, anld

would llke to walk around the room once or twice

to streteh himself. Mr. Field wore ared n e,
and looked a’um ifled as he rested patiently
back in his chalr. . Tweed's necktie was white,

and there 0 ¢ on of eMher Iatigue or
anxiety visible Eboﬂﬂrt}ﬂ :
Mr. Fullerton, with his usnal b ne, foreible

manuer, got up when his bower, Mr. Bartiett, sat
down, and made the polnt that Tweed could not
have been an ofMoer either de or dejucto on
July 8, 1870, a8 he had al been superseded,
He could no more be an officer then than Mayor
Hall conld nssume to be Mayor now.

Judge Davis sald—The case I8 very different, be-
cause we have a Mayor In Mr. Havemeyer.

A CROWD OF KKEN ONES

thought this was Intended as a {ndlctat joke,
though it wasn't, and wheezed out a I .

Then Mr, Bartlett got up again and said the same
thing over that himsell and associates had been
paying for the last half hour—only, of course, lke
them, he put it In different words each time, and It
sonnded something like & new point oran e ra-
tign of en old ohé;

r. Fleld felt that it waa time to he at1t again,
and told the Court that there could not be & de fure
and a de officer at the same time. The dejucto

officer might clalm his right; but it was imposasible
that two counld at the same time be in on,

The Court stated that in lts opinion there was in
this city at thig time an instance shewing that
there might be two oilicers with but one ofce.
We have two deputy chamberlains—one legal
necessarily, and the ofher illegal; bAt there were
two deputy chamberlains until it was determined
which one ‘was legally entitled to the oflve.

Mr, Field regretted his inability to

MAKE HIMBELF INTELLIGTILE
thro the medinm of the Enghsh language; but
the t he desired to lmpress on the Court was
that there could not be two In actual pogsession.

The Court 8aid there had been a time when two
Judges of the Supreme Court, each claiming to be
entitled to one seat, st on the bench together, and
each discharging his duties at the pame vime,

Mr. Fleld—Yes, one vacating orders as {ast aa the
other granted them. (Another skufing laugh
froin the crowd.)

Judge Davis continned fo state his illnstration,
and sald that ench of those judges was in posses-
glon of the ofice, and the lllegal one was equally
protected in kis daties with the other.

Mr, I'feld—No sir! no air!

The Judge mildiy continned—each was protected
until their rights were determined.

Mr. ifleld (rapidly)—No sir! no sir! no sir!

THE THING AT THIS TIME
degenerated wnto a sort of promiscuous “‘jaw,"
which the Court quickly percelved and stopped by
holding that the defendant was at the timo in ques-
tion on oficer de facto; that the hghest Inte rests
of the people required that the ofiee should be con-
tinnous, and that one who discharged it8 funetions
even without right, but with color of right, was
responsible, The evidence was ordered to be re-
gulrvad. .and exception was taken thereto by the

efence,

Beveral other “‘exhibits,” conmsting of billa of
“Keyser & Co." and other parties, were handed to
witness, together with the certificates of andit of
various dates, but all comiu# within the period ter-
minated by July 1, 1870, The witness was exam-
ined only as to certain signatures, Mr. Peckham
conducting the examination.

Are there any s:counts In the Comptroller's
office In reference to the books of auditY A. The
record of youchers and the audit books are all that
1 know of; Mr. Watson’s room adjoined the room of
Mr. Connolly, the Comptroller; there was a parti-
tion separating the rooms; a private door from the
Comptroller's room led into Mr. Watson's room;
Mr. Watson died in January, 1871,

THE STOLEN VUUCHERS,

Q. Do you know of anything being taken from
the Comptroller’s ofMce abouc the 11th or 12th of
September, 18717

ne of the defendant's elght counsel here rose
and objected to the question, He sald this ques-
tion brought up the consideration of the pelnt
whether the Court was now golng Into the trial of
A CASE OF IMAGINARY BURGLARY.
There was no pretence that any burglary in fact
had been committed. Mr. O'Conor, who drew the
indicement in  that case, does not and dare not
take the ground that there was & burglary. He
merely allndes to it as though the persons who
proke into the Comptroller's ofMiee first broke out
of 1t. Counsel's thmr‘y always had been that the
person who did that job was legally Inside that
office, The indictment merely charged that the
papers in question were “wholly lost," but did not
allege how or In what way “lost,” nor cven
whether “lost” in an extraordinary manner. It
was iIncumbent on the prosecition here 10 show
that the defendant had control of those papers,
Mr. Tweed's position here was n gerious one and
involved the queation whether the prosecntion
could come in here and testily either from memory
or by perjury as to whether certaln papers of
which they had control and which they claimed to
bhe now loat were of & certain character. The
prosecution proposcd to show that the defendant
signed some gixty or seventy papers, They would
come in and have thelr witnesges swear (rom their
memory that those signatures of Mr, Twead were
nuine, and the delence would have no oppor-
unity of showing, in consequence of the

ARSENCE OF THE PAPERS,
whether the atures were forgeries or not, 1t
would be very different if the defendant had been
in control of the papers when lost, but the prose-
cution had heen their custodians, had lost them
and now proposed, at the risk of memory, or, per-
hape, of perjury ol their witnesses, to show whnt
those papers which they have list contalned. 1t
was their daty to produce the #npars.

Connsel then read extracts (rom the indictment
in reference to the disappearance of the vouchers
and a lengthy brief on the subject of parole evi-
dence, together with coplous citations of suthori-
ties from the hooks.

At the close of the argnment the Court rnled
against the defendant’s objection and an exception
was taken.

The Court then, at four o'clock, adjonrogd until
this moruing.

REMINISCENCE OF THE RING RE-
GIME.

Legnl Bquabble on Rent for an Armory=—
Asking fer a Peremptory Mandamus
Agsinst the Comptroller and Accepting
an Alternation Writ Instead=Disposi-
tiom of the Canse To=Day.

Mr. Alexander T. Compton, a brother-in-law of
Henry J. Ingersoll, whose name has figured so
prominently in connection with the alleged “Ring
frauds,’” leased to the ecity, through the Board
of Supervisora, portions of the bmidings Nos. 108
and 110 West Twenty-fourth street to be used as an
armory. The rent agreed upon was §$17,600 a year,
and the same wuas to be pald by the Comptrol-
ler gqaarterly. Om the first quarter day of
la&t year the Comptroller was duly called upon for
the quarter's rent, but he refosed to pay. The
same result followed every successive application
during the year. At length the Comptroller as-
signed the claim to Joseph N. Walton. The latter
gentleman grew weary of importuning the Comp-
troller, and thonght he would sce what virtue
there was in stones, or, In other words, determined

to bring the matter into the Courts, His initative
legal proceedings were of & very declgive character.
He a;plled esterday, or rather his coun-
sel, Mr. Ful did for him, to Judge
Barrett, at Supreme Court, Chambers, lor
a peremptory mandamus against the Comptroller,
directing him to pay the amount of the claim,

The case was argued at considerable length, Mr.

Struhan appearing as counsel for W ler,
He submitied two afidavi °ou:h=|'fo?g‘ u:nfn
there was no record In the Comptroller's ofMios of
any assymiment ol and the other of &
gentieman, claimed to be a tent judge In the

matter, that §7,000 wonld be Ifheral rent for the
premises. He urged further that the claim had
not yet bheen andited, as  required by
statute. The re WS that It was
too late now to oml"llun of  excesmive
re the mises having been  oceupled
under the conditions of the lease during the term
for which pay of rent 18 clalmed. As n‘flu

t was clalmed

_ﬂnimmm been awarded, it was that
there was no necessity for t as the Hoard of
Aundit could nol change the amouns, it having
"?‘.’g“&.".“n‘.‘?.’i;“’.“,‘..“’.'a" ipoh betwoen coun-

y upon o

that an alternative writ roable to-day
and an order to this ema;t m;::: i

THE JUNEL ESTATE CASE.

The Swit of Bowen vs. Chase—Testimony
for the Defe Bl of the
Evidence of G. W. Bowen and Danicl

¢ Hull=A Lively Time In Court,

The further hearing of the case of George Wash-
ington Bowen vi. Nelson Chase was resumed
yesterday, in the United Btates Circwit Court, be-
fore Judge Bhipman and the special jury.

Mr. Hoar and Mr. Chauncey Shaffer appeared as
counsel for the plaintim, Mr. Chatfield being absent
from {imess, and Mr. Charles O'Uonor and Mr. J,
C. Carter for the defendant.

DEPOSTIION FUT IN,

Mr. 0’Conor produced the deposition of Danlel
Hull, taken before Mr. Daniels on the the 12th, 13th,
14th and 16th days of January, 1871, The deposition
had been read over to Hull, and he subscrbed it
with his mark on the last day of the examination
named above. Counsel also produced the deposi-
tion of the same witness, taken April 21, 1866,
and signed by mm, Hull had stated that he had
not slgned that depoeition.

TESTIMONY OF MR. L. C. ASALEY.

Mr. Lucios C. Ashley, a lawyer, at present resid-
img In this eity, but who had hved in Providence in
1868, deposed that he had taken depositions in re-
lation te the will of Madame Jumel under a com-
mission. He ldentified a bundle of papers as the
depomtions he had so taken on that occasion, in
connection with a Mr. Toby; he remembered
the taking of the deposition of Daniel Hull
at Hull's own house in Bouth Providence; nas no
douabt Hull signed the depogition, becanse he (Wit-
ness) had put his furat to the paper that he had
glgmed 1t; Mr. Toby was present when the deposi-
tion was taken; great care was iaken Lo write
down just what the witness said,
"Erlul-fl:;mlnm!alo rn: t:xaml:‘ied oui the last

and have not looked at my deposition gj noe;
1do not_recollect mmemarlv‘[hutp%. Tl Was
sworn ; Ican only say that all the witnesses were
pworn or glirmed ; 1 wrote down all that was ma-
terial In the examination—all that wae responsive
to the questlons.

Q. Did any of the witnessés examined under that
commission state that they had secn Madame
Jumel in Providence with a little hoy?

Mr, 0'Conor objected to the question,

The Judge—What is the object of the question ¥
“l:;. Blngr—'ro test the recollectlon of the wit-

Mr. Shafler—We exoopt.

Conngel for plaintlf then moved that they have a
right to cross-examine the witness in reference to
the other depositions contained in the commigsion.

The Judge—When the deporition of any of those
witnesses comes up before the Court I will rule
upon it as a distinct matter.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN F. TOBY.

Mr. John F. Toby, & lawyer, residing at Provi-
dence, R. I.,depoae& to taking the depositions un-
der the commissions referred to by the previous
witness, Mr. MIIIG{" Dantel Hull was examined
on that occasion at his own houee in South Provi-
dence ; Hull slgued his deposltion, and he was elther
afMrmed or sworn; has no recollection that at
that time Hull was ill; has no recollection that he
made any complaint to that effect; has no recol-
lection that there were any lawyers presdent at the
exnmination but Mr, Ashléy und himself; possibly
thel mlﬂlﬂt [1%\'0 been sume members of Mr. Hull’s
famlly pradent, =

TESTIMONY OF FRANCIE A. DANIELS,

Mr. Francis A, Daniels sworn—1 am &n attorney-
at-law, residing ut Frovidence, R 1. ; I acted as
commissioner in taking the deyosition of 'Du.mu.!‘
Hull, about filteen months ago, in Providence, in
the ofMee of Mr. Green, my associate; Hull either
made his mark or gigned the deposition (deposl
tion produced) ; that i8 the mark he made; the
certilicate to the deposition I8 mine ; the deposition
18 in my handwriting ; I think Mr, Tucker and Mr.
Chnteld appeared as counsel for the plaintir, and
Mr. ('Conor and Mr, Carter for the aetendant; the
examination was conducted by Mr. Chateld for
the plaintht and by Mr. O'Conor for the delendant;
the evidence was taken down with great care; on
the Inst day of the examination Mr. Hull appeared
to be weak and fatigued ; but in the course of the
examination he was rather proud of his vigor,

Q. Did yon more than @ yedr ago Lave some con-
vergation with George Washingtin Bowen about
nju.e Joseph Perry? A. Yes, some little conversa-
tion.
Counsel for plaintiff objected.,

The Judge—What i8 the object of the question?

Mr. O'Conor sald that on the last trial Mr,
Bowen, the plainti, identifed Perry under onth us
a person with whom he was noquuinted. Thev
wishe'l 1o show by this witness that Bowen had
stated to him that he did not know who that wit.
DeEs Wad) that be wps o person who was hunted
up |l{l another. They degired, if the Court ;'nzluusutl.
to show this as & specimen brick of the gen-
erally corrupt characier of  the evidence
introdaced into this case, to which His
Honor had paid 8o much attention. The
meant to show, by the evidence now offered,
that Howen proved an assoclation with the wi-
ness Perry and identiied him as the friend of nis
youth—a statement which was entirely false. His
(Mr. O"Conor's) object wis Lo show thit the ;felt:uz
up of such witnesses was to give a aolor of truth
and Justice to the case, which was as uninwful as it
was corrupt and dishoncst, and calculated 1o mis-
lead the Court and jury by dishonest testimony.

This objection called up Mr. Chauncey Shaffer,
who said there could be no doubt whatever that
the evidence of Perry was as inlse a8 wWas ever

ven in any court of justice. Plaintift’s counsel
1nd stated 8o on the previous trial, and they.had
dropped Mr, Perry.

Mr. Carter, of counsel for defendant—No such
You produced him and you did not dro
had to produce evidence st great length
to contradict his WIllmlll’l{'.

Mr, Shaffer relterated the statement that they
had dropped Perry and that he behieved the de-
fendant had loisted Perry upon them for the pur-
pose of adamaging the 1pmll:ll.m"ll casg  Counsel
proceeded to make use of very strong linguage in
reference to Mr, Chage, the defendant, alleging that
he would not stop &t 4ny corrupl means Lo carry

out lus urpose and  that he was pur-
rounded persons  who, he thonght,
would mot hesitate at accomplishing  thelr

rnrpme by violence. Frem this: point counsel
auneheg out Into an attack upon Mr, WConor, ad-
verting to & former statement of hig (Mr. Shaifer's)
in relation to an alleged Interference of Mr,
O'Conor In regard to the formation of the jury, and
charging upon Mr, O'Conor unfalthiulness to pro-
fessional trust, He (counsel) did not know whether
Mr. O'Conor had & right to use that name,

Mr. O'Conor at once rose to his feet, and replying
to the remarks just nttered, said that when the in-
dividunl who had spoken had previously made that
charge against him respecting the jury the counsel
hiadl seowled at him like a demon, They had heard
him blurt out & day or two ago An amount of
violent vituperation and making & personal attack
upon m:n; r. 0'Conor) respecting the formution
of the jury. I he had anything to do
with a corrupt disposition of the jury It would have
some releviancy to this case; but the statement
was utterly and abominably false and unfoundea.
His Honor had heard the learned eounsel gay that
he (Mr. O'Conor), with the ald of Mr. Chase, had
robbed & woman of $60,000, Hesubmitted whether
such language was proper In the Court, and whe-
ther he was not at liberty tosay that those charges
were utterly false and groundless—most aban-
doned [alsehoods and utterly scandalous. He
trusted His Honor would rebuke the expression of
such language. If any one made such i charge as
that against him nothing would please him
better than a trial before the dCourt and
Jjury at once. As to his ht to the
name he bore, he wanted to know If It was meant
to charge him, too, with { timacy? He had not
wandered_around the world, He stood within &
short dist@nce of the place wiere he was born; of
the place where he was known ru.rdga-ﬂ i wvil he
had spent his youth here; he had grown up with
the city of New York, and he had now arnived atan
age not to be exposed to attacks of this descri
tion. He thought that this kind of thing ought E
be sto Counsel ought to proceed In some
eondition that they could try the case withoet the
jersonal assanits upon character. His (Mr.

'Conor's) reputation was no better than his
character, and If his eharacter was not free from
reproach, In God's name [et counsel hring his
chiarges; but those Irrelevant eches all on one
Alde were grossly and infamously false, and ought
:"'l':l. to be permitted unless they were to have a

rl

Mr. Shaffer was golog on to say that they had
been placed under s load of obloquy, and made
o:lhsr statements In @& loud and rapld manper,
when

Judge Shipman sald he must stop this discussion,
which wus painful to him. The question now before
the Court was whether he wonld sdmit the evi-
dence ofered by Mr. 0'Conor, He would admit |t.

The witness went on to state that in the Jaiter

art of December, 1871, George W, Bowen came
nto his oMce, and their conversation turned apon
Joseph Perry. Bowen made a statement—and

| witness thinks bhe volunteered it—that he did not

know Perry; that he was somebody Judge Tucker
found, but that, may be, when he eame to see him,
e might know him.

The ikev. Mr, Stone, of Providence, and Secretary
of the Historieal Bocjety of that city, prodoced
copies of the Providence Jowrnal for the years 1767
and 1800, and showed therein announcements of
the deaths of Gideon Hull and Mrs, Hull,

The further hearing of the case was adjoarned
il to-day,

GRAND JURIES FOR FEBRUARY.
Who Are to Constitute the Nexd Grand

Juries in the Courts of Oyer and Ter-

miner and General Nosslons—=Names on

the Panel.

There probably was never a time in our mnnici-
pal history when such grave importance atiached

to thie charagter of the men colmprising the Grand

Juries of our criminal Courts as at present. The
Grand Jurora for the next terms of the Court of
Oyer and Terminer and General Sessions were
arawn yesterday by Douglas Taylor, Commisaioner
;;Jmmlumwmmulmmn.o{ the
preme Court, Mr, Timbleton, Deputy Connt;
Clerk, turned we wheel from which the 1"|r .
Bl Sl ke s om s Lo
s P below that some
chief citizens are Included in the 1:111::!';‘01‘1'."I ;':;
following I8 & list of the names drawn:—
' OVER AND TERMINER GRAND JURY.
John Campbell, Edward A. Baldwin, Cornelins
W. Timpson, Asher F. Meyer, Bylveater W. Com-
stock, Myer r? Bernard Bmythe, Hobert (.
Livingaton, John F. Zebley, Justus L. Bulkley,
Leopold Hoar, Willlam Appleton, Jr.: Albert De-
Lmt. Alexander Brendon, James H. Joun, Gllbert
Kilty, Willam F. AIIdl'BWli Samuel 5. Spnds,
Wiitiam J. Merrall, Davia W. Bruee, Charles Hal-
lock Mount, Hobert Bguires, William H. Phillips,
James H, Pinckney, Isaae F. Duckworth, Jeremiah
gﬂm!an. Jacob Goldsmith, Lazarus ‘Ruuauiem,

vid Acke John J. Sinclalr, Willlam H,
Knoeffel, Alexander R. Chlsholm, William K. Mead,
Alexunder Turnbull, John L. er, Edward D,
Bassford, Birdseye Blakeman, George Law, Jr.;
Jerome B, Benson, Henry 8. Leavitt, Blalze Loril’
lnrd Harsell, John H. Van Etten, John Endicott,
Willlam P, B ";'f"'"" Jacob Capron, Charles H, Kes-
ner, Robert Tunkhauser, Hugh Anchincloss,
Bamuel L, Herrman, Charles A. Lambard.

UENERAL SESS10NS GIRAND JURY,

John D, Wing, Clpharly Thompson, William Turn-
bull, Richard Heo m:h:f. dr.; John €. MeCarthy,
Henry Hoghes, Willlam Astor, Matthew Olinton,
Peter Gisey, Willlam H. ﬂr‘gvy. Samuel Thomson,
Ro Morrison, George G, uumnu, David Quack-
enbush, Willlam M. mea% Hanr,ﬂﬁ. Tarbell, Mere-
dith Howland, Plerre V., Duflor, Edward Anthony,
James H. Nor&. .chrum&her lfoll:-r, Benl. A, Kis-
#sam, Charles Hollls, illiam Shute, Henry W,
€iray, Theodore Jerome B. Fellows, George
w. wne, [saae H. Reed, Joseph N, Gimbrede,
Alvert 8. Hatfleld, Henry R, Morgan, Henjamin J.
Wenberg, John McKesson, Edwar Pheluu. Henr
Marks, Louls C. Koppel, George B, M‘l. Jumes W,
Weaterfleld, Charies H. Delevan, John Babcook,
Henry H. Crocker, Horntio D. Yon #yckel, George
Al od, Harris Dogart, Calvin B. Knox, Howace
H. Brockway, Edward Livingston, Jacob Freund,
Thomas H. Haskell.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COUST,

Important Decislon on the Question of
Hahens Corpus.
L By Judge Natehford.

On the 18th of December last Rudelph Sellgman
and Auvgust Seliginan, bankrupts, were arresteq
by the United Btates Marshal under a warrant
i d by C ias} Betts, under the forty-
fourth acethon of the Bankrupt act, npon the afl-
davit of Emil Magnus, thelr assignee in bank-
ruptey, charging them, among other things, with
having secreted and concealed from thelr assigned
merchandise, or the proceeda thereof In cash,

amonnting to upwards of one hundred and fifty
thousand dollars, which they had bought on eredit
within three months belore their failure in May,
1860. On  being brought before the Com-
migsioner the defendants, through thelr coun-
sel, moved to dismiss the complaints
and discharge the warrant, on the ground
that nelther afMdavit charged nor the war-
rant recited any specitic offence under sad sec-
tlon, the defendants clniming to be protected by
the statute of limitation. This motion was denied
and the defendants then gave ball and were dig-
ohn-rfml frém cunstody. Subsequently &an order
was [ssued requirkng tie Blstrict Altorney and the
complainant interested to show canse why the
writ of habess corpug  should not issue in defend-
ants' behulr.

After argument, the question wae yesterday
decided, the Judge retusing to issue the writ, on
the grounds that the defendants were not re-
stralned of thelr Hberty at the time the motion
was heards ;
Institution of n Buit Against Seeretary

Boutwelle=A Curloms Dotument—[Dam.

ages Lald at $2,000,000,

Bartholomew Clitford Galvin appeared In the
Clerk's offiee of tue United States Clreult Court
yesterday morning and fied a declaration, drawn
up by himself, saying he intonded to et as his own
attorney in a suit which be wished to begin agalnst
Becretary Boutwell, to recover $2,000,000, which
amount he alleges  the Sceretary owes  him
for having Instructed him how o make the
paper  currency of the United States equal
m o value to  gold. ‘The deciaration, which
B o ul.raméa document, recites that plaintim
presented to the ®ecretary plang by which
the latter could, without the necessity of any legis-
ation whatever, make sales of gold 10 Auch & way
a8 to contrel the gold market and regulate the
price, gold to be soid by the Becretary on a de-
seending scale of prices until it reached par. The
dediarntion conelides by mcll.illf that the Secre-
tary has acted to o great extent In accordance with

thwlnna of plaintitl, and that a8 the Secretary, ne-
cording to plaintims allegations, had promised to
make adequate compensation if he used the plans,
he ghoald be compelled to doso by lawand pay
plaintity 2,000,000, which, according to plaintiff, is
abont an ad te compensation for the plans di-
vulged.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT—IN ADMIRALTY.

Collision Case=Decision.
Yesterday Judge Blatchford rendered a decision
in the case of Thomas Kelly va. the ferryboat Man-
hassctt, her tackle, &c., and the steamtug Hiram
Perry, her tackie, &c¢. This suit was brought by
the owners of a coal barge agalnst the lerryboat
and the tug. The tug Dot having been arrested,

on the trial counsel [for the ferryboat moved Lo dis-
miws the proceeding until the tug was brought in,
The Judge denled the motion, and directed the
];_rn,rur fur Fruuesa against the tug to be struck out,

he canalboat claimed that the ferryboat had
rurned out of her siip after the tug, which ghe was
in tow of, was headed up the East River, nnd the
ferryboat  following ran  into  her, The
ferryboat claimed that after she had got
out of her glip and headed up the river, the tug
and this canalboat, which had heen going in op-
posite directlons, euddenly sheered and camne
werosd the ferryhoat's bows. The Judge held that
the testimony was diumetrically opposite, but that
the story told by the ferryboat was an impossi-
bitity, and that, by her own showlng, she might
have avolded the collision by uwgplug earlier. Une
of the witnesses for the cunalboat stated that he
thought the ferryboat did 1t wiltully, and on that
ground the lnrrerhont‘ﬂ counsel moved to dismiss
the libel. The Court held that there was no allega-
tlon on their gide in the pleadings that the damage
was wilful, nor did the statement of the witness
amount o0 what was called in law & “wilful
wrong.!" Therefore the Court directed that there
ghould be a degree for the lbellant, Beebe, Dean
& Cook for the libellant; B. D. Billiman for the
clannants,

SUPREME COURT—CIRCUIT.

Officers of the Court of Common Pleas
Looking After Thelir Salarics.
Before Judge Fancher,

Suits were brougnt In this Court yesterday
against the city by John Brener, James Coogan and
Michael Delan, for payment of salaries alleged to
he due them a8 officers, In 1871, of the Court of
Common Pleas, After hearing testimony the Court
ordered verdiots for the full amount clalmed, sub-
ect, however, to the decislon of the General Term.

he verdicts were §£1,000 for Brener aod §7s0 09
eich for Coogan and Dolan.

SUPERIOR COURT—TRIAL TERM—PART L.

Important Points Connected with Sults
Under Letters of Administration,
Before Judge Curiis.

Henry Rueinberger, some time gince, came to
his death, it is alleged, throngh Injuries sustained
by & defective elevator on the premises of Patrick
Riley. Suit waa brought by his widow t Mr.
Riley for damages on account of her husband's
denth. It was clalmed that she could not bring the
sult, aa she took out letters of adininistration In
the city of New York, though her husband, at the
time of his death, and ahe also reaided in Brooklyn.
It wan further contended that letters of administra-
tion should have been taken out in Brookiym, and
that those taken out in New York, under authority
of which the sult was brought, were invalld, the Sur-
rogate being without jurisdiction, as the hwshand
died in New York. The Court held that the objec-
tion was well taken, and ordered dismissal of the
complaint

SUPRENE COURT—CHAMBERS.
Decisions.

By Judge Barrett,
Lathrop ve. God r:iy et al.—The defendants may
take o commission Il they desire it, but a stay of
the trial in denied.

The People ex rel, W, H. Bell vs. Francis A
Palmer.— order must stand.

Marsen va. Nichols.—Motion granted.
Nﬁz)u.ﬂad-lnmnmf, ba. rwmmrt Rail

and ' on Com v e,

m-eu%& et al—Motion denled, with

$10 costs. S
SUPERIOR COURT—SPECIAL TERM.
Becinions.

By Judge Barbour,
e, Dolon.—muon granted,

Christy
Jucobs ve, The Greenwich losurance Company.—
Order granted, - Sl
Cohen va. —rder g
b Judge Sedgwick,

Rosell by default; alowance , declded agaiust
de Oystaron.

In the Matter of Bolomon Jacobs.—See Clerk at
m,

Hpecial Ter

“m.h ?{.Wﬁ;'ﬁ:au Company.—

B .
O'Brien va. O‘IIeu.— otlon granted as agrinst

5

Bedoll va. Hittrich.—Case ordered to be filed.
Popham va, Whoox = ate o te ntinge in
Juneclon granted. 2,

MARINE COURT—PART 2.

How Our Madison Avenus Iouses Are
Painted and Paid for.
Before Judge Gross.

Oharles Allen va, Catherine Mears.—The plaintin
sued the defendant to recover the sum of $240 for
gerviees rendered and materials farnished in the
pailnting of the defendant's houge In Madison ave-
nua,

The suit originated on the following facts:—It
appeared that the plaintl® purchased the interest
and etock of & pawnt shop belonging to & man
named Frank Bird, who, for nine years, did paint-
ing for the defendant, Shortly after the purchase
of Bird's palut shop by the plaintic the defendant
sent for bird to perform some painting. Bird, who,
It appeared, was dolug job work for ?afulntltr. ealled
upon the defendant and undertook to perform the
services, without lnforming her that he was an
employé of the piaintif and was to do them
through him. The services were rendered (the
phintir having furnished the men and materials),
and some money pald on account to Bird, who was
engaged upon the job, with others, which
amounnt was handed over to the plainuf, In the
meantime a mechanics' llen was fled inst
Bird by some of his ereditors, and the detendant
was notified to appear in Court and testify as to
the amount of her indebledness to him. Sue did
apDedr, and gave testimony to the amounnt she
thought she owed lmm, and tif® Court ordered her
to apl?u the amouont to the satisiaction of the lien,
whish she did, It appeared, though, that the plain-
thif notified her of ber indebtedness to him by pre-
senting & memorandum of the services rendered
and the materials furnished on painting her honse,
but which notice she did not acknowledge, main-
taining that she did not employ the lalntifl. The
Court carged the Jm-L that suould they find the
work was performed by the plalntiff, through his

ent, the pluintif was entitled to a verdict, Ver-
diet for plainti@,  For piaintid, David MeAdam; for
defendans, William Q. Judge,

MARINE COURT—CHAMBERS.

Declslons.
By Judge Tracy.

Lindsay va. McNien.—Motlon to strike outans
swer us sham dented,

1t:{u;rreun:l vs, Symons.—Motion to vacate order de-
nled,
Jacobs ve, Bherman.—Motion granted.

Faran vs, smith.—Defendant may amend his an-
BWEr,

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.

Before Judge Sutherland.

Before any case had been presented to the jury
yesterday in this Court counsel for prisonersin a
number of cased urgently moved for a postpone-
ment of the trisls, Assistant District Attorney
Russell politely but firmly resisted each application

uniess the connsel conld show by aMdavits the ma-
toriality of the teatimony of the alleged absent wit-
nesses,

His Honor, the City Judge, [n refusing to grant
these applications, Intimated that in his admints-
tration of justice, while he would glve accused

ersons uvcrr chance to establish thelr innocence,

e ghould feelit to be hig duty to sustain the District
Attorney and his assistanta in thelr efforts to ex-

edite the disposition of the srial of eriminal cases
n this Court., Heretofore witnesses have becn
compelled by the summons of the Court to attgnd
day after day on the trials of prisoners whose cases
were frequently postponed upon the flimsy pre-
texts of counsel, and in numerous instances the
witnesses for the prosccution being discouraged,
the criminals escaped punishment, Under the
new régime this abuse 18 going 1o be remedied in
the futare,

Alleged Bobhery=The Prisoner Pleads
Gullty to Larceny from the Person.

Most of the day was spent in the trial of an ins
dictment for robbery preferved agalust George W.
willlams, wlo was cllarged with being in com-
pleity with others (n assanlting John M. Hayes on
M the® afternoon of the stk of Oetober, while In &
drinking saloon at the corner of Thirtieth street
and Sixth avenue,  He was beaten and robbed of a
witell worth 25, The prisoner was arrested the
Anme eventnge in a saloon near by the sceue of the
robtiery, andidentitied by Hayes as one of the purty
aithough he conld not swese that he pumclpu’.“d
physieally in the robbery. The acensed, when ex-
amined in s own bepall, admitted that he was
there, and that the young men who lad an alterca-
tlon with Hayes were acquulntances ol s, but de-*
nied that thers was ko) preconcert of adtion be-
tween im and them to rob the complainant,

The father of the accused, a resident ol Bridge-
ort. Coon,, and Judge Lockwood, Wis brother-in,
aw, teatiffed to having sworn the complainant
Hayes, who went to Buidgeport as head waiter in
the Uity Hotel, to an afidevit, wherein he stated
that Williams took no part in the sttack. Afer
deliberating for some hours the jury were called
into Court late 1o the evening and stated they were
unable to agree, Eleven were [or conviction and
one for nequittal.

Mr. Russell consented to take a plea of guilty of
etty larceny from Lhe person, which the prisoner,
hrough his connsel, Mr, MeCleliand, tendered.

His Honor sentenced him to the State Prison for
five yeurs.

Acquittals.

Frederick H. Pinkle, charged with perpetrating a
felonious assault upon Frederick Baurlen, on New
Year's night, oppogite his lager beer saloon, in Wil-
linm street, by striking him with a e¢lmb on the

head, satisfactorily proved to the jury that he wuas
assaulted by the complainant, and, without leaving
their seats, they rendered a verdict of not goilty,
Willlpm  Bleir was tried upon an indictment
charging him with being concerned with another
arty (n stealing a watch from Michael J. Smith, at
ghe corner of Spring and Sulllvan strects, on Sun-
day, the 15th o} December. The defendant proved
by witnesses who saw the occlirrence that Bluir
was not there, und having established a goud char-
acter by his employer, o boller manufciurer, the
{m" rendered g verdict ol not guilty without leav-
ng their seats.
Petty Larceny. g
Catharine Buchanan, churged with rieawling &
pocketbook containing 6 from Jacob Ganter,

pleaded gulity to petty larceny, and was sent to
the Penitentiary for 8ix months,

COUAT CALENDARS—THIS DAY,

SUrkEME Count—Orrovtr—rare FHeld by Jodge
Fanclier.—Nos. 041, 1060, 1423, 700, 1281, 7771, 783,
757, 780, 791, 706, A0, N11, 815, S19, 82317 825, 827,
820, Part 2—Held by Judge Van Brunt.—ase on.

SUPkEME CounT—GENERAL TERM—Held by Judges
Ingratam, Brady and Learned,—Nog, 150, 158, 168,
100, 160, 161, 162, 164, 14, 1656, 166, 167, 168, 160, 171,
126, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 174, 1790, 180,

SUPERIOR CovRT—TiiAL TERM—Part 1—Held by
Judge Curtis.—Nos, 1340, 1885, 1003, 1457, 1815, 1509,
403, 1486, 1231, 631, 960, 1o0s, 1106, 17563, Part 2—
Held by Judge Freedman.- Nos, Sid, 1480, 1250,
}.'DH. 1488, 1140, 204, 1400, 1360, 1108, 1000, 1608, 1012,
614, 1018,

COURT OF APPEALS CALENDAR.

ALBANY, N. Y., Jan. 15, 1873,

The calendar of the Commission of Appeala for

Thursday, January 16, (s as follows:—8§, 90, ¥0';,

91, 306, %24, 17, 48, G0, 61, 65, 79, 16, 29, 32 The
Court will open at tén o'cluck A M.

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

=Ml e
WasmiNGTON, Jan. 16, 1873

No, 90, Kennlcott et al. va. Doard of SBupervisora
of Wayne County, llinols—Appeal from the Circuit
Court for the Southern Distriet,—This bill was fled
by the appellants, clalming to be holders of certain
honds issued by the Mount Vernon Rallroad Com-
pany, to foreclofe a mortgage alleged to have heen
exeeuted by the county upon 104,000 gores ol sWamp
and overdowed lands of the county, to secure the
payment of the bonds, The defence was that the
road dia not run through the county, nor did It
connect with any rond running through the coanty,
and that such a road or @ road so connecilng was
the only ground upon which the county Was
authorized to assist in railroml construction.
The Court below sustained the defence,
and the ocnse 15 brought Nhere, the appel-
lants insisting that the Court erred in its
construction of the statute, and that in
any case & negotiable security of & corporation
which, upon (ts face, appears to have been duly
jssued and in conformity with the provisions of
law, i# valid in the hands of bona Ade Roulers with-
out notice of its Illegal lssue, \hough sach be the
fact. Scates, MeClernand an win for appel-
lants; Robioson, Freeman snd  Koapp for ap-
peliees,

No. 100, Morgan ve, Parham—Error to the Cir-
cuit Court for Alabama.—This was an action of
trespass brought by Morgan, a citizen of New
York, for the selzure and dotention of the steamer

F owned hi h.rhgm, llector of
Ir:n.ilo:' 'rn&' gkntd-i'nl:’ :u:.x ed‘lgg :n'u
0
there be due on

heing s doties as
tax  collecter, this
and other steamers owned by Morgan about
$7,000, It is bere clatmed that the tax |sa doty on
&onnug. and a8 such it s prohibited B‘y the federal
econstitution as bcllfl reculation commeree,
which power 18 excinsively with Congress, It 18
besiden said that if the State law Mmposing the tax
18 held constitational as dx on ‘r.lli

1

atax P
having ita sifus within the city Ifimits, sti
E’mnmy 18 not liable for its position at the whar

r tewporary mr[ta.ones and does not bring It witbin
the terms ol t{m statute, The relation of the buat
1o the city was that of contact only, as one of the
termin) in the promotion of the owner's business,
The steamer did not so ablde within the city as te

become (ncorporated a"ﬁ arw IOr&: art of lig
ersonnl property, an as thare yonil i
Fnrmmlgn ulr:ﬁc Court. . Phillip .llllll

In ervar: C, F. Moultou for defodantk

‘.



